From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: Randall Berry <rberry@CapAccess.org> 

Subject: Re: (Re)building Heathkits.. 

Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91-FP.950928145434 .9011B-100000@cap1.capaccess.org> 


On Wed, 27 Sep 1995, Larry Keith Mr wrote: 


I certainly understand the thrill of finding an unbuilt Heathkit and 
the subsequent vacillation.. Build it or keep it, in the pristine 
state... Build it? Keep it? What to do, what to do? 


At the next hamfest, buy any piece of Heath gear that you like. Just 
make sure that you get the manual. Take it home, tear it down, and 
rebuild it. After all, what other brand of gear comes with complete 
disassembly instructions in the form of an assembly manual... And, as you 
rebuild it, you have the opportunity to test/replace every single 
component. 


Just because Heath gave up the kit business is no reason for us to 
give up kit building... 


Of course, I suggest that you refer to such rebuilt units as 
KeithKit's.. 8-) 


73, 


Larry, KQ4BY 
lakeith@robins.af.mil 


VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV VV WV 


unortunatley Larry, 
Most of the heathkits I have bought at Hamfests have been affectionatly 
called HeapS#!Ts because they are in dire need of rebuilding! The last 
Heath I bought at a Hamfester was so JS bucthed up I had to rebuild the 
power supply and the audio chain. not to mention most of the RF section. 


A heathkit is only as good as its builder. Heath had good designs 
(for the most part) but John Q. Amatuer has done some preaty strange 
things to those ideas! 


-Randy 
RBerry@CapAccess.org N3LRX 3885 KHz AM 
* Yell-RX Radio * Digital Audio Production * Randall J. Berry * 
* Bowie, Md. * Profesional Voice Over x Audio Production Specialist x 


* AMI 594 * Post Production Editing * (301)464-5608 (301)489-0614 x 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: BILLO88@aol.com 

Subject: RE: 392 

Message-ID: <950928081932_111480599@emout06.mail.aol.com> 


Randy, WB6MAI, writes about the R-392: 
" If the darn thing was not so prone to detecting garbage it would be a 
very nice receiver" 


The R-392 I have has no problem with the mixing of the AM broadcast 
stations which you describe. Sounds like the radio is in need of some basic 
service. The rig I have that is so sensitive that it works well with xnox 
antenna... the antenna binding post on the front suffices. You can put your 
hand about 6 inches from the post and stations come in great! 

Also...how many 392s have the audio tube mod? The one I have uses a 
solid state mod with a glowing LED. The output audio level is stronger than 
the original tube. There were factory mods done to this rig indicated by a 
suffix like "-1" stamped after the order number on the tag. 


Bill 
AC4LC 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: lakeith@wrdis01.robins.af.mil (Larry Keith Mr) 
Subject: ARC-5 Parts Rigs -- For Sale 

Message-ID: <199509280029.TAA16345@wrdis0O1.robins.af.mil> 


OK, I am on a roll and this stuff has to go... 


>From the KQ4BY ARC-5 collection, I offer the following as parts 
rigs, only. I have tried to list all missing items or other 
deficiencies. If you need some parts, here's the deal: 


ls BC-454-B, 3-6 Mc, Alum. Missing 4 tubes, bottom plate. 
Some loose yellow wires in front chassis department. 


2. BC-454-B, 3-6 Mc, Alum. Missing all tubes, top cover, 
everything on rear deck, insert in front panel. Marked "6 V" on 
top. 


3. BC-453-B, (has 3-6 Mc dial). Missing rear deck (sawed 
off!), all tubes, insert in front panel, parts from under 
chassis. Added S0-239 (on side), phone jack, and weird tuning 
knob. 


3a. BC-455(?), black, has 3-6 Mc dial. 6-9.1 Mc stenciled on 


back panel along with Navy anchor marking. Missing cabinet, top 
plate, bottom plate, one tube, insert in front panel. 


4. BC-454-B, Alum. Missing top & bottom covers, all tubes. 
Added phone jack, AM-CW switch, Volume Control. Looks like mod 
never completed. 


5:3 BC-455-B, Alum, Missing top & bottom covers, 2 tubes. 
Looks like some mod started. But, all parts appear to be there. 


6. CV-431/AR Frequency Converter/Transmitter, made by ARC. 
Missing all tubes. Chassis has been cut on both sides at the 
front. 


7. R-26/ARC-5, 3-6 Mc, Black cabinet. Top of cabinet ben in 
rear. Dirty! Missing 5 tubes, insert on front panel, top & bottom 
covers, some parts under the chassis. 


8. BC-454(?), Alum, 3-6 Mc dial. Chassis and front panel 
only, with tuning capacitor. Top of chassis has been stripped. 
Volume control and AM/CW switch added. 


9. BC-454-B, Alum, Slightly bent around top opening. 
Missing top & bottom covers, dynomotor connection. Added volume 
control, AM/CW switch, Octal plug on rear panel. 


10. RCAF BC-455-B. Data plate says "Reconditioned by Canadian 
Aviation Electronics, LTD." Missing Top cover, front insert, all 
tubes. Bottom stripped of parts. 


11. BC-453-B, 190-550 kc model. Front panel, chassis, tuning 
cap, dial, 2 IF cans, tube sockets, tuning coils, and bottom 
plate remain. Everything else has been stripped. 


Now, the fine print. $10 each, plus shipping. Quantity deals 
welcome. Willing to trade for interesting (non-GI) stuff. If 
you need more info, e-mail me. If you want a shipping quote, 
please include your zip code. 


73, 
Larry, KQ4BY 


lakeith@robins.af.mil 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: Michael.J.Knudsen@att.com 
Subject: Re: BA Prices(0h,No..not AGAIN!!)(;> 


Message-ID: <9509271729 .AAQ6630@bock.ih.att.com> 


In the field of antique radios (like from the early '20s), 

an unbuilt kit of parts, with original box, does seem to be worth 
more than the same thing built and working. Happiness 

is finding a National Browning-Drake Regenaformer set NIB. 

(Yes, that turned into "our" National Co.). 


However, a freshly built, super-clean and shiny working job of 
building that kit will certainly get attention at a radio fest. 

So it's not quite as bad as a bottle of vintage wine or a nuclear bomb, 
which lose their value once you use ‘em. 


BTW, if you ever do build an old kit, the electrolytics will need to be 
re-formed, and other caps and the power transformer checked in case it 
was stored in a damp place. Plastic-covered wire may deteriorate, etc. 
73, mike k w9nrd 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 

From: "David W. Barts" <davidb@ce.washington.edu> 

Subject: Re: BA Prices(0h,No..not AGAIN! !)(;> 

Message-ID: <Pine.HPP.3.91.950927213418 .20549B-100000@atlas.ce.washington.edu> 


On -1 xxx -1, paul Veltman wrote: 


> That's why Heathkit and Knight were so popular. They could just package 
> up the parts and sell that. YOU put in the labor to construct the 

> radio. That made ham gear affordable to those of us who's main source of 
> income were paper routes. :-) 

> I still think that there's a market for kit ham rigs today. 


Maybe with the original era components as a nostalgia item, but not 
with today's components! I don't even want to THINK of soldering 
surface-mount components on a 7-layer PCB with tiny traces. Given 
this, it is no mystery why most hams are now appliance operators. 


Large component size and point-to-point wiring are two of the reasons 
I like classic electronics. 


One of the reasons Heath went under was that it was cheaper for Icom, 
Yaesu, Kenwood, etc. to buy components in quantity (getting volume 
discounts Heath couldn't dream of) and assemble them into complete 
radios (on highly automated assembly lines) than Heath could even buy 
the components for. Like it or not, most hams decided that they'd 
rather pay 20% less and get a fully-assembled radio. 


Thankfully, there's plenty of old radios around waiting to be restored 


back into working order. 


David Barts N5IRN | UW Civil Engineering, Box 352700 | Seattle, WA 98195-2700 
davidb@ce.washington.edu | http://www.ce.washington.edu/~davidb 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 

From: Jeffrey Herman <jeffrey@math.hawaii.edu> 

Subject: Re: BA Prices(0h,No..not AGAIN!!)(;> 

Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950927190643 .24590A-100000@kahuna> 


On Wed, 27 Sep 1995, David W. Barts wrote: 
>someone@somewhere wrote: 


> > I still think that there's a market for kit ham rigs today. 


Maybe with the original era components as a nostalgia item, but not 
with today's components! I don't even want to THINK of soldering 
surface-mount components on a 7-layer PCB with tiny traces. Given 
this, it is no mystery why most hams are now appliance operators. 


VV VV 


With an attitude like that they'll never build anything. All my 

xmtrs are homebrew utilizing parts from old TV sets. Even if I 

were to purchase parts new (at the local RS) my projects would still 
turn out just fine. When you build, *xyoux get to choose the components. 
If you want to grumble about SM components, fine, but you don't 

have to xusex them. 


> One of the reasons Heath went under was that ... 


the TV-generation didn't want to take the time to build a rig to 
get on the air. We don't see nearly as many component suppliers 
today as in the past. 


> Like it or not, most hams decided that they'd 
> rather pay 20% less and get a fully-assembled radio. 


Hmmm, my £irst Heath xmtr, the DX-60B, only cost around $70 (1968). 
Whatever that amounts to in 1995 $ it's no where near the cost of 


an Isuyeakencomwood. 


Jeff NH6IL 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: Andy Wallace <wallace@mc.com> 


Subject: Re: BA Prices(0h,No..not AGAIN!!)(;> 
Message-ID: <9509280646.AA10385@kali> 


----- Begin Included Message ----- 


From: "David W. Barts" <davidb@ce.washington.edu> 
Subject: Re: BA Prices(0h,No..not AGAIN! !)(;> 


Thankfully, there's plenty of old radios around waiting to be restored 
back into working order. 


----- End Included Message ----- 


I was thinking this morning that there's an interesting 
point to be made about the relative value of boatanchors. I don't 
see a lot of people having multiple IC-781s....or FT-1000Ds... 
But how many of us now have at least five radios? Wouldn't you 
say that for the time these things were built....nobody had five 
of anything? I never really thought of it that way before, but 
I guess that means that relatively speaking, BAs are still a bargain. 


--Andy 
wallace@mc.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: Nick England <nick@cs.unc.edu> 

Subject: BA radios and PC boards 

Message-ID: <199509281401.KAA17467@altair.cs.unc.edu> 


Stuart K5KVH was wondering when printed circuit boards started showing up 
in BA radio gear. My candidate is the 1958 Knight Y-726 receiver, which 
has two PC boards, one with the RF section and the other with IF/AF. 

The Y-726 was later renamed the R-100 and even later got a face lift 

as the R-100A to match the T-150 xmtr. The R-100A was available at least 
through the mid-60's and probably late 60's, but the PC board inside still 
said "copyright 1958 Allied Radio". 


That piece of trivia aside, let me add my vote for the "point-to-point" 

wiring technique. I believe that point-to-point construction really has 

far, far more character and appeal than a PC board - When you solder something 
onto a PC board, you have no "feel" or understanding what its function 

is - just interchangeable parts in interchangable locations with no 

explicit structure. 


But with point to point wiring, NOW you really understand what all those 
components are really doing and just where the electrons are going - 


Bypass caps go straight from the tube pin to ground - so does the RF. 

Coupling caps stretch from plate of one tube to grid of the next - so 

does the signal. 

B+ hooks up to one lead of the RF can, plate to another - it's really clear 

how that tube gets power and where the signal is going. 

RF coils run over to the bandswitch - now you understand exactly what 

happens when you turn that knob. 

The power transformer primary gets hooked up to the fuse/switch/line. 
The secondary goes to the rectifier tube plates. The rectifier cathode 
goes to the choke and then the filter cap - power supply circuits are 
now burned into your brain in a way no book can ever match. 


It's all laid out there for you - the physical embodiment of that design. 
What a wonderful way to learn radio electronics. 


I really believe that a lot of the character went out of kit-building 
and homebrewing when PC boards became common. 


Sorry, I got a little carried away. Back to work - I need to write 
some more software to test the software model of a chip I've 
designed, so the layout software can take the model and create a 

file that'll get shipped to the fab line and when the chip is made 
the automatic tester software can check it out - I guess making 

3 million transistors work at 100 MHz xwould* be a little tough with 
point-to-point wiring. Sigh. 


Nick KD4CPL 
nick@cs.unc.edu 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: HAMRLUND@aol.com 

Subject: Re: BA radios and PC boards 

Message-ID: <950928111721_111595161@emout06.mail.aol.com> 


In a message dated 95-09-28 10:08:21 EDT, nick@cs.unc.edu (Nick England) 
writes: 


>Stuart K5KVH was wondering when printed circuit boards started showing up 
>in BA radio gear. My candidate is the 1958 Knight Y-726 receiver, which 
>has two PC boards, one with the RF section and the other with IF/AF. 


An article in April 1956 QST, on the Hammarlund PRO-310, shows printed circut 
boards 
used for the R.F. assembly. So were back to 1956, now. Any others older? 


robert 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: PAULGREG@MAINE.MAINE.EDU 

Subject: Calling all detectives 

Message-ID: <PAULGREG.950927213401@maine.maine.EDU> 


Ahoy, 

I'm looking at a neat-o T/R switch of some sort which 

uses an eight prong plug-in mercury wetted contact relay. 

It's homebrew and is enclosed in an aluminum chassis box. 
However, I believe some components are missing and I don't know 
what voltage is needed to key the relay. 

Now scratched into the alum case is a clue which could answer 
my questions. The etching reads, "pg. 251, 1960 HHH." 

As the builder's penmanship is lacking (everyone's does when 
scratching aluminum) I imagine he or she meant ARH for 

Amateur Radio Handbook. Or is/was there a journal of the 

time recognised by three H's? Does anyone have a 1960 ARH 
handy to look up what's on page 251? 

Another Question: 

Is there a way of figuring what votlage keys one of these 

heavy metal relays. Mine reads type HG3A1003 and is 
manufactured by C.P.Clare & Co, Chicago. Neither six, 12 or 15 volts 
DC gets a rise outta this relay. 

TIA and cheers, 

Paul 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: jlb@earthlink.net 

Subject: Collins Type 731A 

Message-ID: <199509280748.AAA17704@atlas.earthlink.net> 


Does anyone know the description and background of a Collins Type 731A, Model 
1. As near as I can tell it is a 250 watt transmitter. This one has a crystal 
in it for 199.794 KC. The crystal is in a quart can container and is labeled, 
Bliley Electric Company. This thing is huge and very very heavy. All the parts 
seem to be there. Does anyone know what this thing weights? It is located on 
the second floor and the maintenance man said,"30 years ago they put it in 
using a fork lift." Is this transmitter usable on the Ham bands or have I just 
found the parts for my next amplifier? 

Joe AA6WG 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 


From: Sheldon Wheaton <swheaton@tyrell.net> 
Subject: Re: Coors Ceramics 
Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950927211044 .22480C -100000@tyrell.net> 


On Wed, 27 Sep 1995, rohre wrote: 
> Didn't the Coors Company of Col. make ceramics for high power transmitters or 
> perhaps capacitor companies at one time? 


They are still very much into ceramics, and do make a lot of electrical 
insulator type products, mostly custom made to customers specifications. 
I have discussed several projects with them over the last couple of years. 


73, Sheldon KCOCW 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: w7ni@teleport.com (Stan Griffiths) 

Subject: Re: Coors Ceramics 

Message-ID: <199509280817 .BAA15447@desiree.teleport.com> 


>On Wed, 27 Sep 1995, rohre wrote: 

>> Didn't the Coors Company of Col. make ceramics for high power transmitters or 
>> perhaps capacitor companies at one time? 

> 

>They are still very much into ceramics, and do make a lot of electrical 
>insulator type products, 

> 

>73, Sheldon KCOCW 


Based on that, shouldn't we be drinking Coors instead of Busch... ? 


Stan W7NI@teleport.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: David Moody <MOODY@Admin.Rose-Hulman.Edu> 
Subject: Re: Coors Ceramics 

Message-ID: <Q1HVSV5LL4TO8Y4YZD@ADMIN.Rose-Hulman.EDU> 


>> 

>>They are still very much into ceramics, and do make a lot of electrical 
>>insulator type products, 

>> 

>>73, Sheldon KCOCW 

> 

>Based on that, shouldn't we be drinking Coors instead of Busch. . . ? 


Also realize that they have their own glass container production (at least 
back in 1984, and I think so now, but it's been awhile since then), so 
their firebottles ;-) are their own. Hmmm...now if they were to make tubes, 
and the insides were a real nice silver color from the getter material, 

they would have a new use for the term "silver bullet." 


73, David Moody, KD8NY 


David A. Moody | E-mail: David.Moody@Rose-Hulman.edu 
Admin. Programmer/Analyst | Finger: mgrdam@crux.Rose-Hulman.edu 
Rose-Hulman Inst. of Tech. | Amateur Call: KD8NY (CW QRP) ex-WB9MMD 
Terre Haute, IN USA 47803 | (VMS Rules!!! (but RSTS was fun.)) 

Wk Ph: 812.877.8183 

Any facts expressed within belong to everybody. 

Any opinions expressed within are my own and are not 

necessarily the same as my employer, family, friends, etc. 

It is up to you to know the difference. 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: jproc@worldlinx.com 

Subject: RE: CU SeeMe SeeBA? 

Message-ID: <Chameleon.4.01.2.950927213609.jproc@> 


>Is there any interest in using CU SeeMe to observe each other and our 
>BAs - live? 


Dick, 


This looks very interesting, however, it sounds like an expensive 
proposition. I would assume that the following would be required: 


Video camera 

Mike 

Adapter card and software (who makes it and at what cost??) 
Reflector useage charges (cost??) 


What is the minimum modem speed? Will 14.4 kbps get the job done? 
What magnitude of cost are we talking about? 


Regards, 


Jerry Proc VE3FAB 
E-mail: jproc@worldlinx.com 
Radio Restoration Volunteer 


HMCS Haida, Toronto Ontario 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: waltn@hooked.net (Walt Novinger) 

Subject: Re: CU SeeMe SeeBA? 

Message-ID: <199509280454.VAAQ2338@mom.hooked.net> 


> 

>How about it? Are any enthusiasts out there ready to combine old and 
>new technology to have even more fun? 

> 

You bet! Where does one get the hardware and howe much does it cost? 


Walt Novinger 
Real Radios Keep You Warm At Night! 
Collector of hollowstate communications receivers 
and test equipment 
waltn@hooked.net wnovinger@shl.com CI$:73340,2013 
+415.738.0370 (voice) +415.738.1192 (fax) 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org> 

Subject: RE: CU SeeMe SeeBA? 

Message-ID: <90423.ddillman@igc.apc.org> 


On Wed, 27 Sep 95 21:21:00 PDT, 
jproc@worldlinx.com <jproc@worldlinx.com> wrote: 


>This looks very interesting, however, it sounds like an expensive 
>proposition. I would assume that the following would be required: 
> 

>Video camera 

>Mike 

>Adapter card and software (who makes it and at what cost??) 
>Reflector useage charges (cost??) 


Greetings, Jerry. I intentionally didn't include too many details 
until I knew if there was any interest. 


What you need is a PC running Windows (or a MAC), a video card, a TV 


camera (anything will do) and the CU SeeMe software, which if 
available free for the downloading. If you want sound too, then a 
sound card is needed but we PC users have been without sound on CU 
SeeMe until just recently. You can type a message along the bottom of 
your video instead. 


There is no charge to use the reflectors. 
>What is the minimum modem speed? Will 14.4 kbps get the job done? 


Yes, 14.4kb will do it but a SLIP connection is required with your 
Internet server. 


>What magnitude of cost are we talking about? 


Iguess that depends upon what you have to buy and what you've already 
got. MAC users of course have all the sound and video stuff already, 
I understand. I paid about $300 for a video blaster video card and 
about $100 for a sound blaster, I think. Cards from other 
manufacturers are available at lower prices but video card 
compatability is a question with some of them. 


I doubt any of us would want to make the investment xjust* to see each 
other's radios. But I figured if some of us already had the stuff on 
hand, we might want to give it a go. 


Best Regards, 


Dick Dillman/WPE2VT 
<ddillman@igc.apc.org> 
San Francisco 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: Fire Bottle archive handler <firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com> 
Subject: RE: CU SeeMe SeeBA? 

Message-ID: <9509280654.aa17017@jackatak.theporch. com> 


Gang- 


> I intentionally didn't include too many details 

> until I knew if there was any interest. 

While there may be interest, I believe it to be too thin at this time 
for further coordination via the Boatanchor list. 


Let's take this one to private email, with Dick as coordinator. He can 
keep folks up to date, and if the project gets going, he can advise 


the list... 
> Dick Dillman/WPE2VT 
> <ddillman@igc.apc.org> 


ANY discussions of silicon computer hardware, different brands, add-on 

boards, software and the like, *UNLESS* it is *DIRECTLY* connected to 

Boatanchors, has no place on this list, and plenty of other places 

open for good discussion and hints... please tkae this one off the 

list. 

73 

Jack, W4PPT/Mobile (75M SSB 2-letter WAS #1657/#1789 -- both all mobile! ;4) 
- - - BoatAnchor Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - - 

firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com Sa listown@jackatak.theporch.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: HAMRLUND@aol.com 

Subject: for sale (god, hope i haven't posted this already) 
Message-ID: <950928120211_111624552@mail02.mail.aol.com> 


I know i posted this too my list (and they're going quick), thought i'd let 
the rest of you 
see it too....in case your looking. 


I HAVE THE FOLLOWING CQ IN UNSOLD ISSUES, LEFT 

TO MOVE ALONG...NO REASONABLE OFFER (TO INCLUDE SHIPPING) 
WILL BE REFUSED....(TRADES ALSO CONSIDERED) 

THEY'RE TAKING UP SPACE (AND THEY'RE HEAVY TOO) 

SO, AS THEY USED TOO SAY " HEADEM UP, MOVE EM OOUT" 


1947 

FEB, JUL,AUG,OCT,NOV,DEC SOLD OUT 
1948 

FEB,MAR, APRL SOLD OUT 

1950 


MAR, APRL, JUL 


1951 
MAR, JUN, JUL,AUG, SEPT , OCT SOLD OUT 


1952 
FEB,APRL 


1955 
FEB,MAR,MAY,JUN,SEPT, SOLD OUT 


1956 
MAR, APRL 


1957 
MAR,APR, JUN, JUL,SEPT , OCT 


1958 
FEB,MAY,JUN,AUG,SEPT,OCT,DEC 


1959 
JAN 


1960 
FEB 


1962 
APRL ( JOHN GLENN & FRIENDSHIP 7) ,MAY,JUN,JUL,AUG,SEPT,OCT,NOV 


1963 
FEB,MAR,APRL,MAY, JUN, JUL, OCT 


1964 
OCT 


1965 
FEB,MAR,MAY,JUN(BAD COVER) ,NOV 


1969 ,1970,1971-72, VARIOUS MONTHS OF EACH... 


ALSO HAVE A FEW OF : 73 ( SOME UNSOLD & SOME USED), 
HAM RADIO (UNSOLD), RADIO (UNSOLD), HAM HORIZONS (USED ) 


SO FAR WE'RE DOING GOOD, BUT..... 
I WANT TOO MOVE THESE OUT...MAKE ME A DEAL... 8-) 


KAKA KIKI AK IKK IK IAI IKI IK III IKK IK ICI IK III IK IKI I IK IKI IK A IK 
KKK AKI KI AK IKK IK KIKI KIKI IK IKI IKI I IK IKI IK IK ICI IK III IK A IK 
CONTACT: Robert Fowle....... Hamrlund@aol.com 

P5272 789 672 asicca: coe eehearees Pigs atta caartas 0 ra yelaee atiel galas settler abavate bear Saree 
1215 Winifred....Jackson, Mich. 49202-1946 


---|---|---> the Hammarlund guy 


KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKEKKKKKKKKKKKKAKK 
KKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKKAKK 


I'm looking for anything by HAMMARLUND: 


literature -------- > spec sheets, sales flyers, sales catalogs 

parts -------------- > new & used, old dealer inventories, parts units 
equipment ------ > dead or alive 

accessories ----> speakers, clocks, xtals, xtal boxes, anything 

files ---------------- > from: factory, service stations, authorized dealers 
manuals --------- > factory or military 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: Sandra L Knepper <slkst29+@pitt.edu> 

Subject: For Sale-BTA250L 

Message-ID: <Pine.3.89.9509280744 .B28554-0100000@unixs4.cis.pitt.edu> 
Much as I hate to part with the "Mother of all Boatanchors," in the 
interest of having space in my garage to store my snow blower - yes, I 
expect a nasty winter in these parts! - I want to readvertise my RCA BTA-250. 
This commerical transmitter comes equipped with 810s in the final, stands 

7 feet tall and weighs about 1300 pounds. Fully operational and ready to 

be placed on 160 meters, I will sell this beautifully restored Art-Deco 
styled transmitter for over $1,000. It would make an excellent backup 
transmitter at some AM broadcast station. All parts are original stock 
items. Might consider trading for Collins equipment. 


Also have a very clean, fully operational NC-303 for $350 including shipping. 
Thank you for the post. Dave, W3BIZ 

From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: KE8NEfix@aol.com 


Subject: FS. Drake TR-4 Noise Blanker 
Message-ID: <950928112300_111598837@emout05.mail.aol.com> 


Hi Fellow BA'ers 


I have a Drake 34PNB noise blanker unit for sale. This is used in the TR-4, 
4C, 4CW and 4CW rit radios. It will not work in the Drake R-4 series radios 
to answer the as yet unasked, but inevitable, question: Will it work in my 
R-4? I also have a copy of the manual that goes with it.. $90.00 will get 
it to your door. This is a working unit that came out of a TR-4 I sold a 
while back. The guy who bought the radio did not want the blanker [go 
figure]. Any takers? 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: "Cain, Jim, K1TN" <jcain@arrl.org> 

Subject: FW: SX-111 

Message-ID: <306AB78A@arrl.org> 


Re my SX-111 


I still haven't figured out why the NOTCH doesn't 
work. The manual doesn't say if it works only 

on AM but does give that impression, referring 

to "heterodyne rejection." Anybody know? 


Jim Cain K1TN 

From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu 

Subject: Grayslake Report 

Message-ID: <F9RMO053.F9RMO109@mail.admin.wisc.edu> 
to: boatanchors@theporch.com 


Troops, 


For those of you who missed Grayslake/Radio Expo this year,you missed a 
GREAT one. 


Saturday was fabulous, both for buying and selling. Sunday was somewhat 
slower, but still worth the time. 


Lots of denizens of BOATANCHORS were in attendance, and lotsa good eyeball 
QSOs were had. 


Unfortunately, the famous Grayslake hornets were ALSO in attendance, whole 
squadrons of the little bastards. K9TA was frequently spotted dancing a merry 


jig while bellowing full throated curses and waving a beat up Stetson at the 
little buggers. This year I discovered that they not only like cans of Coke, 
but they'll also feast on roast beef sandwiches and German pototo salad. A 
couple of ‘em were seen flying acrobatics after I abandoned a can of Budweiser 
that they wouldn't let me finish in peace! 


Not too much in the way of WW2 surplus, other than the stuff that Terry, 
WB9GVB brought out, and the RBL-5 that I finally broke down and brought along. 
Lots of newer, Cold War vintage military test gear, both in the form of 
military test sets and mil purchased civilian stuff. 


A Collins speaker I brought out (matched 75A1) lasted about two seconds 
before being snapped up. I didn't feel like dealing with Collins afficionados 
all day long so I let it go for $75.00 with very little haggling. 


An old Heathkit tube audio amp (twin KT-66 output) had somebody pounce on 
it when I moved it out of the way to get to the Collins speaker! 


A few samples of gear seen: 


Hammarlund SP-200, fair, repainted, no supply $40.00, sold early 
ART-13, fair, breadboarded power supply (!!!) 2??? + ~=sold 
BC-221AK, good shape It followed me home $26.00 
Navy AN/URM-120 RF wattmeter, all slugs, manuals, 
2 - 1000 MHz, power switching to 1 KW good shape $62.50, followed me 
home 


Tektronix 551 dual beam (NOT dual trace!) scope, 25 MHz 
mainframe, 4 letter plug-ins, 2 Tek probes (new 46006), 


scopemobile, manual for mainframe $50.00 followed me 

home 

Tek type Q plug-in (strain gauge), good shape $10.00 followed me 
home 

Tek type L plug-in (fast rise time single channel) $2.50 followed me 
home 

Early Heathkit TNC, 3 units, good shape $20.00 each,one 
followed me 
home 

304TL tubes, NOS military $5.00 each, 3 came 
along 


For the BA builder there were lots of bargains around. A guy set up near 
the main building with a lot of stuff he was selling for a buddy, an old 
retired broadcast transmitter fixer. All sorts of goodies there, lemme tell 
ya! I settled on a coax rotary switch for $15.00. Six position, type N conn- 
ectors, machined out of a SOLID brass block, silver plated. Definitely a 
prodigious switch! 


Besides that great military wattmeter, I got a 500 watt Bird Termaline 
dummy load to go with it, $60.00. 


Ran into the remains of something called an MD-141 modulator. Beautiful 
modulation transformer (120 watts), class B driver transformer, lotsa parts. A 
definite candidate for high class stripping, $5.00. 


On the negative side... 
Ham radio, and hams, are changing. 
Used to be that outright theft was unheard of at hamfests. No more. 


I heard several stories of gear walking away from tables. The corker of all 
was the guy who lost two NOS 450TH tubes, still in the cartons and aluminum 
suspension frames! 


73's, 
Tom, KITA 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: "Nickels, Bob" <RNickels@P16.IL50.micro.honeywell.com> 
Subject: Greetings 

Message-ID: <306AF31C@mail_gw.micro.honeywell.com> 


This is my first posting on this list, thanks to info provided by Tom, K9TA 
at the Greyslake hamfest. I'm thrilled to know that a quality resource like 
this exists, and will use it wisely. 


By way of introduction, I'm 43, been licensed since Jr. high, and have an 
ever-expanding collection of BAs. In fact, I ended up with the SP-200 that 
Tom mentioned as well as some other prime additions last weekend. Having 
haywired a power supply to prove it works, I've decided to look for one of 
the original supplies, which I beleive are the same for the SP-200 family as 
for the BC-779. I realize it would be a pick-up deal in the 
Towa-Illinois-Wisconsin area due to weight, but wonder if anyone has or knows 
of one? 


Really have enjoyed the list for the past few days and now I fully understand 
what Tom meant when he said "it generates a LOT of traffic!" 


73% 


Bob Nickels, KEOT 
Freeport IL 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: "Cain, Jim, K1TN" <jcain@arrl.org> 

Subject: RE: Hands and eyes 

Message-ID: <306AAEEF@arrl.org> 


About the time I got my General class ticket 
an old guy up the street (he was pbly about 
40) became WN9EFI. He was a tool and die 
maker with hands the size of Virginia hams 
and fingers like Polish sausages. 


Never the less, he build a Mohawk and a DX-60. 

Before he upgraded to General he'd put together 

a Marauder. I recall wondering, even as a 13-year old, 
how he could have done all that intricate 

wiring, not to mention dial-cord stringing. 


I thought about him last weekend as I worked 
underneath my SX-111. The big differences 

between working on a real radio today and as 

a 13-year-old in 1961 were I was a little jittery 
from too much coffee and I had to wear my 

reading glasses (just acquired this year) 

to solder things. It was wonderful to think 

about how little actually had changed in 34 
years. 


Jim Cain K1iTN 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: john brewer <johnmb@nando.net> 

Subject: I Really Shouldn't Do This (SX-62) 
Message-ID: <9509280020.AA10194@merlin.nando.net> 


>I really shouldn't do this. I'm still recovering financially from my 
>last flurry of BA acquisitions. But it's inescapable that the 


Ho! You'll love a 62... I just got mine playing well last week, and its 
a wonderful radio. One moment on the local FM BCB station listening to 
NPR news, the next moment listening to the BBC on 5.975 Mcs... its great 
playing away thru the R46B speaker. If you get one, I'll bet you like it. 


Question for the group: 


Is the 62 (and A and B) the longest running BA from Halli? (Nick England 
and I were mulling this over recently). 


Was there any other radios built with the combination of 9 pin minis, Loctals 
and Octals? 


Inquiring (and tweaked) minds want to know.. 
/john wb5o0au/4 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: pmills@cyberhouse.com (Phil Mills) 

Subject: Re: I Really Shouldn't Do This (SX-62) 
Message-ID: <199509280117 .UAA06958@ns.cyberhouse. com> 


> 

>Was there any other radios built with the combination of 9 pin minis, Loctals 
>and Octals? 

> 

>Inquiring (and tweaked) minds want to know.. 

>/john wbh5o0au/4 

> 

> 

John, 


The SX-43 had a 7-pin mini (6BA6) rf amp, a loctal oscillator 
(7F8), mostly octal elsewhere...a 7-pin mini (6AL5) FM detector..... 


good luck, 

Phil Mills, AB5TH 
pmills@cyberhouse.com 
713-482-2763 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: john brewer <johnmb@nando.net> 

Subject: Re: I Really Shouldn't Do This (SX-62) 
Message-ID: <9509280145 .AB26490@merlin.nando.net> 


>>Was there any other radios built with the combination of 9 pin minis, Loctals 
>>and Octals? 


OOPS! I said 9 pin minis.. I meant 7 pin minis... 
/john 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org> 

Subject: Re: I Really Shouldn't Do This (SX-62) 
Message-ID: <77984.ddillman@igc.apc.org> 


On Wed, 27 Sep 95 18:50:19 EDT, 
john brewer <johnmb@nando.net> wrote: 


>I understand the feelings Dick! 

> 

>I'm listening to the local FM BCB NPR station on my 62 A , thru the R46B 
>speaker, and will shortly switch to the BBC on 5975 for some swling. 


Now you've done it. NPR on FM and the BBC on SW are exactly the 
broadcasts I had in mind for a '62 in my office. But perhaps you're 
the person to ask: What are the primary differences between a 62, a 
62A and a 62B? Moore didn't make this clear, at least to me. 


>only had this radio for about 3 weeks, and I am very happy I picked it up. 
And a strong lad you must be! 


>and its certainly a room warmer. It is one of the LARGER radios in the stable, 
>so be prepared for that. 


Well, xthisx stable has a a'390A, 513-4, GPR-90, etc., etc., but I 
admit that at the office I now only have the little HRO-5T. But 
hmmm... that does make me think about depth, which is restricted where 
I intend place the beast. How deep is the '62, anyway? 


Best Regards, 


Dick Dillman/WPE2VT 
<ddillman@igc.apc.org> 
San Francisco 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 

From: Sandra L Knepper <slkst29+@pitt.edu> 

Subject: Johnson Ranger Dial 

Message-ID: <Pine.3.89.9509280601.A28554-0100000@unixs4.cis.pitt.edu> 


I am looking for the "rubber gasket" that slips into the dial plate on 
my Johnson Ranger I. As is so characteristic of these gaskets over 
years, there are cracks in the corners. Does anyone know where one can 
find a piece of that material? 


Dave, W3BIZ 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: "nuusers" <NUHOSE@befac.indstate.edu> 

Subject: re: Kits 

Message-ID: <AQ52052235@befac.indstate.edu> 


On the 27th Nick England <nick@cs.unc.edu> wrote: 


Doing so sounds like an interesting project to me. I know what it takes 
to develop and manuf modern computer gear, but don't have experience 

with developing and manufacturing something like a 1950's transmitter. 

Do we have enough experience here on line to come up with some reasonable 
cost estimate and figure out what the selling price would have to be ?? 


VV VV Vv 


Would not a 1950 kit be a real problem? You would have to 
manufacture the parts yourself...where would you find the tubes, 
tube sockets, stand-offs, etc.? 


Would you really want to duplicate a former rig ie: Ranger II or a DX- 
100. Would'nt there be a problem with patient rights? How about a Hy- 
brid...the best of two worlds...tubes (that are still available) and 
solid state? 


1) Does anyone really know what typical costs were on something like the 
Ranger II ? Engineering development, Documentation, Production, etc ?? 
Chuck, do you have any estimates of how much development work Heath 

put into a kit of similar complexity ? 


2) Does anyone have data on current kits such as those in the audio 
field ? 


VV VV VV MV 


In March I attended a Hamvention in the northern part of London and 
was pleasantly surprised to see several kit manufacturers on display. 
I will admit that they were solid state; but the point being, there 
are kit manufacturers out there. What one must do is to find what 
appeals to everyone (or generate that appeal). If the English (and I 
understand the Swedish also) can build kits and find a market why 
can't the Americans find a novel idea (ie: hybrid) and produce and 
market it. 


> 3) What components would need to be manufactured and couldn't be bought 
> directly from a current supplier? 

> 

> Readily available 

> weeeewew eee eee ewe we we = 

> Resistors, caps, wire, sockets, hardware 
> VFO, driver, final variable caps ??? 

> 

> Must be manufactured 

> weeeeeee eee eee wwe ew we ew = 

> VFO, driver, final coils 

> power, AF driver, mod xfmrs ? 

> p/s choke 

> chassis, cabinet, misc. sheet metal 

> front panel 

> band, mode switches 


Correct me if I'm wrong but did'nt Heathkit start out buying surplus 
electronics parts (military?) and using them in their early kits? 
Maybe a place to start...0h well, thats my two sheckles worth. 


73, 
Steve KDIDT 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: wier@bobcat.etsu.edu (Bob Wier) 

Subject: Leisure Time (was: BA Prices) 

Message-ID: <9509281719.AA10079@bobcat.etsu.edu> 


etc. 


|One of the reasons Heath went under was that it was cheaper for Icom, 
|Yaesu, Kenwood, etc. to buy components in quantity (getting volume 
|discounts Heath couldn't dream of) and assemble them into complete 
|xradios (on highly automated assembly lines) than Heath could even buy 
|the components for. Like it or not, most hams decided that they'd 
|rather pay 20% less and get a fully-assembled radio. 


etc. 


|David Barts N5JRN | UW Civil Engineering, Box 352700 | Seattle, WA 98195-2700 
| davidb@ce.washington.edu | http://www.ce.washington.edu/~davidb 


Another one of the reasons that Bull decided not to continue Heathkit (according 
to 

some Bull reps I talked to) was that there was a fundamental mis calculation about 
the interest in kit building in general. Apparently someone at Heath had believed 


the Popular Science predictions of a 25 or 30 hour work week with lots of leisure 
time. 

This was being said in the late 60's, and was thought to be a result of the 
increasing 

use of computer technology. Thus there would be LOTS of leisure time for people to 
build kits. 


The big boo-boo of course was the thought that the workload would stay the same, 
but 

that computers would help process it faster. The reality is that the work load 
increased 

in proportion to the capability to process it (kind of like freeways :-). Thus the 
leisure time held steady, or in a lot of cases has actually decreased - I know 
it's 

that way for me at least... 


THANKS & 73 de WB5KXh 


secs Round Up the Usual Disclaimers! soohs 
Bob Wier, keeper of the Photo-3D, Icom radio (WB5KXH), 
Overland Trails, and Motorola HC11 mailing lists 
wier@bobcat.etsu.edu 
"Spammus delendus est!" - with apologies to Cato the Censor 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: HAMRLUND@aol.com 
Subject: Manual needed 
Message-ID: <950928082616_31449802@mail04.mail.aol.com> 


I would like too find a manual for the Knight TR-108, 2M transceiver. 
If you have one, and want too give it a new home, drop me a line. 


Thanks 

robert 

From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: wally@mindy.sys.sdl.usu.edu (Wally Gibbons) 
Subject: Misc stuff FS 


Message-ID: <9509281927 .AA04939@mindy.sys.sdl.usu.edu> 


Hello all, 


Enjoying the list, need to put a check in the mail,,, 
Anyway, cleaning up some acquisitions that followed me home 
which I don't need but thought someone on the list might use: 


Knight - 
KG-652 RF Sweep oscillator - dirty 
KG-650 RF oscillator - dirty 


Eico- 
Model 315 RF oscillator - dirty, huge dial and pointer 


B&K - 
Model 707 tube tester - case rough, has tube settings book 
Model 747 tube tester - case rough, has tube settings book, hinges damaged 


No manuals for any of ‘em. 

Best offer + shipping by Oct 2, 95 get's the item. 
E-mail replies, 

wally wb7asq 

wally@mindy.sys.sdl.usu.edu 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: HAMRLUND@aol.com 

Subject: Need cabinet for.... 

Message-ID: <950927202941_69005541@mail04.mail.aol.com> 


i'm trying too find 1 or 2 cabinets for the PRC-10A, MUST be a "A" model. 
if ya have this thing laying around, drop me a line.. 


Thanks 


robert 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: "S. Miller" <smiller@motown.ge.com> 

Subject: Packrats Hamfest Oct. 1 

Message-ID: <199509281935 .PAA13084@lonestar.MOTOWN.GE.COM> 


I am reposting this note as I see someone was asking about swapfests although 
there was another 

post regarding an NJ Antique radio meet in Hightstown in the coming weeks too. 
On October 1 the Packrats will hold their annual fest at rt. 611 drive in 
Warminster Pa. This is a big hamfest for this area and usually brings out the 
best gear to be found in this area at swapfests. I have some odds and ends to 
sell that are not really BA but I would be glad to talk to anyone who is from 


the list. Someone else mentioned that we should set up a 2 meter freq to use and 
that would be great. Since I don't use my hand held that much I'll leave it 

to someone more experienced with 2 meters to make a suggestion. 

Steve Kd2Ed 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: "David Morton" <dmorton@rci.rutgers.edu> 
Subject: Please repost Swap Meet Info 

Message-ID: <9509281331.ZM26466@amenti.rutgers.edu> 


Could someone please repost the information about the upcoming swap 
meet in New Jersey? The original post appeared a day or two ago. 


Thanks, 


Dave Morton 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: Jeffrey Herman <jeffrey@math. hawaii. edu> 

Subject: Re: Please repost Swap Meet Info 

Message-ID: <Pine.SUN.3.91.950928093035 .27595D-100000@kahuna> 


> Could someone please repost the information about the upcoming swap 
> meet in New Jersey? The original post appeared a day or two ago. 


Just as a reminder to all, there is a daily and a 3-day digest 
of all the day's (and past 3 day's) BA articles available via 
ftp: 


ftp sunsite.unc.edu 
login: anonymous 
password: <your email address> 


cd pub/academic/agriculture/agronomy (well hidden!) 
get DAILY.BA (or 3DAY.BA) 
quit 


and in your home directory will be the digest under one of the above 
titles. 


If you conduct a dir (or 1s) command to see the list of files, you 
also see the QRP-List digest, and a ham radio directory you can 


cd to - in it are Bob Keys' tube xmtrs among other projects. 


Jeff NH6IL 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: Sean McCarthy <wx8l@vtc.tacom.army.mil> 

Subject: R-105/ARR-15 questions... 

Message-ID: <Q1BA8D23.B688CB60@wx81.tacom. army .mil> 


Hello all, I notice alot of talk of ART-13/BC-348 combo's out here and was 
wondering, wouldn't a R-105/ARR-15 be a better receiver to pair up with 
that transmitter? Are they available? What would one expect to pay for 

one if they found one? 


Looks like a piece I'd like to own, so if you have one... 


Thanks, 
Sean 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: Jack Taylor <n7oo@hereford.ampr.org> 

Subject: Re: R-392 

Message-ID: <199509280000.TAAQ7569@uro.theporch. com> 


At 05:59 PM 9/27/95 -0500, RANDY@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu wrote: 

>Yo there, 

> 

>With all the recent talk of R392s, has anyone figured out how to improve 
>the dynamic range of these sets. Mine hears mixed AM broadcast signals, 
>and hash modulated at the rate of envelope modulations of various AM 
>broadcast stations, up and down the HF bands (mostly from 5-11 MHz). 

> 

>I should add that no other receiver I have, even ones with much less 
>front end selectivity, when hooked to the same antenna hear as much 
>wrong stuff. 

> 

>If the darn thing was not so prone to detecting garbage it would be a 
>very nice little receiver. 

> 

>Any engineers out there? 

> 

>=Randy= 

>WB6MAIL 


I'm not an engineer and was deeply disappointed in the R-392's performance 
that I had. It just didn't have anywhere near the operational quality of 
the R-390A and I promptly disposed of it. Since then, I've heard of folks 
replacing the tubes with FET's but that seems like an awful lot of work. 


73 de Jack 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: RANDY@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu 

Subject: re: R-392 

Message-ID: <2811CB40D72@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu> 


Steve, 


I do believe the R-392 is aligned. Perhaps not perfectly, but close. 
There is adequate sensitivity on all bands, although the unit has never 
been great in terms of sensitivity. Other than being cute, its main 
strength is very pleasant audio. 


=Randy= 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: RANDY@sbii.sb2.pdx.edu 

Subject: Re: R-392 

Message-ID: <281566E51A3@sbil.sb2.pdx.edu> 


Hi Neal, 


Thanks for the suggestion about a high-pass filter for the R-392. Can 
you or someone else explain to me, however, why this should be necessary 
when the front-end of the R-392 has the famous tracking preselector 
which should eliminate all out-of-band garbage. Further since the set is 
in a sealed metal box, there also should be minimal opportunity for crud 
to couple into stages past the preselector! 


Thanks, 


=Randy= 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: mallick@orion.crd.ge.com (John Mallick) 

Subject: Re: Re:Swap R-4C for R-4B (fwd) 

Message-ID: <9509281731.AA28480@orion.crd.ge.com> 


I agree that the audio on the R4-C sounds worse than that of the pre-C 
receivers (I also have an R4). A couple of months ago I did some 
PSPICE modelling of the audio stages of the R4-C just to get an idea 


of the response. In stock form it was pretty abysmal (but probably of 
fine "communications quality"); as I recall, the frequency response 
dropped pretty rapidly below 400 Hz and above 2000 Hz. When I first 
looked at it, I thought I was looking at a narrow band filter. I then 
fiddled with some of the component values to move the upper and lower 
points around a bit; I think that I brought the low end down around 
200 Hz, and pushed the upper end up to about 8 KHz. After actually 
making the changes, I didn't notice too much difference in the SSB 
response, but it did sound much better on AM signals. What I really 
need to do is change that product detector to a double balanced type, 
and then put in a real audio stage. 


73, John WALHNL 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: pbock@melpar.esys.com (Paul H. Bock) 

Subject: Replacing a burned rotary switch contact 
Message-ID: <9509281919.AA29398@syseng1.se.melpar.esys.com> 


Fellow BAers, 


Recently I purchased a Drake 2-NT transmitter and, in 
checking it out, noted a problem with the rig intermittently not 
tuning (dipping) on 80 meters. Tracing the circuit showed that 
one section of the rotary bandswitch was used to switch different 
values of fixed and variable capacitance into the final tank 
depending on the band selected. 


Close examination of the suspect bandswitch wafer revealed 
that one of the contacts was severely burned and eaten away, no 
doubt due to arcing at the contact caused either by (a) turning 
the bandswitch with the transmitter keyed, or (b) an accumulation 
of moisture and/or dirt in the area around the contact. Since 
the wafer was phenolic and had a couple of unused contacts on it, 
I decided to attempt to replace the burned contact. 


First, all wiring to the damaged wafer was disconnected, 
then the bandswitch shaft was detached from the rear of the 
chassis and carefully extracted. This allowed the faulty wafer 
to be removed. 


I was pleased to note that the wafer-mounted contacts were 
*xstaked*x onto the wafer, instead of being riveted. Using a Dremel 
tool and a very small conical router bit, I carefully ground away 
the spread-open edges of the staking pin on the reverse side of 
the wafer from one of the unused contacts, just to see if the 
process would work. After careful grinding (under magnification) 


the contact was successfully removed. The process was repeated 
with the bad contact and it was likewise removed. There was a 
small amount of carbonization on the wafer under the end of the 
burned contact which was carefully cleaned away. 


Next, I mixed up some clear epoxy (the slow-drying kind) and 
placed a minute amount over the burned spot and a small amount in 
the contact hole in the wafer. I then pressed the unused contact 
into the hole, and it sorta "snapped" in place (good sign). I 
then placed a thin layer of epoxy on the reverse side over the 
visible portion of the stake. After allowing it to set for about 
45 minutes, I placed it under a desk lamp and left it for another 
hour. 


The repaired wafer had been cleaned before installing 
the replacement contact, and while it was curing the rest of the 
bandswitch wafers were also cleaned (had to reinsert the shaft to 
keep everything immobile and properly aligned). 


I then reinstalled the repaired wafer and left it to cure 
overnight; it was pretty late and I was too tired to fool with 
reconnecting everything, and besides I wanted the epoxy to have 
24 hours of curing time (even though it set up pretty fast with 
the heat from the lamp) before reconnection. 


I will post a follow-up report on the success of this 
operation after I have rewired the repaired wafer and tested 
the transmitter. 


73, 
Paul, K4MSG 


KKK RK KKK KK KK KK KK KK KK KKK KKK KK 
Paul H. Bock, Jr. Principal Systems Engineer 

E-Systems/FC Division Internet: pbock@melpar.esys.com 
Falls Church, VA Telephone: (703) 560-5000 x2062 


Given two waiting lines of equal length and a 50/50 
chance of choosing the fastest moving one, you will 
choose the slower one 80% of the time. 

KK KKK KK KR KK KK KK KK KK KK KKK KKK KK 
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+t + + + FF HF 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: Steve Ellington <n4lq@iglou.com> 
Subject: Re:Swap R-4C for R-4B (fwd) 


Message-ID: <Pine.SOL.3.91.950928125424 .13438C -100000@iglou> 


This should be of interest to you Drakers. I suspected as much. I have 
the R4a and it sounds great. I think the problem with the R4C is those 
mechaical filters. They make my TS940 sound the same way. 


Steve 
n41q@iglou.com 


Hi Steve, 


I have had the C-line for a few months and previous to that I had a 
later model R-4A which was almost like an R-4B. 


In comparison to the R-4A the audio from the C is harsher and seems 
to be higher in distortion. I have installed the Sherwood product 
detector mod in the C which improved things a little. I believe the 
main difference in the audio is due to the crystal filters used in 
the R-4C. The earlier 4 line receivers used LC filters which and a 
tube audio output stage which produced a much nicer warmer sound. 


Other differences that I miss are standard features that were on the 
B-line such as noise blanker and selectable bandwidths for AM,SSB 

and CW. 

These are additional options on the C-line. I know it would be possible to 
track them down separately, but I would prefer to have a complete 

receiver straight off. 


The R-4C performs well otherwise, but I really miss the sound that 
the R-4A / B produces. 


In short I regret selling the R-4A. 
I'm going to cry in my beer some. 
Regards, 

Colin 


VE7CQH 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu 

Subject: SX-62 

Message-ID: <F9RL2333.F9RL2345@mail.admin.wisc.edu> 


to: boatanchors@theporch.com 
Hello Dick. 


Sorry to hear that you have need of an SX-62; you're about 24 hours too 
late on the request. 


I just sold my SX-62B, w/matching speaker, original manual, and an extra 
set of NOS tubes for $250. Condition is excellent. 


I just spent a discouraging weekend at Grayslake with that radio. A 
semilocal (who shall remain nameless) was super hot to get hold of one. When I 
brought "The Empress" (my name for the radio) out, he informed me that he'd 
found another one, and he was sorry that I'd gone to the trouble of bringing 
her out (at his request!). 


The Empress sat on the tailgate of my truck both days, sporting a sign 
saying $250. Strangely, even with the sign everyone kept asking me how much 
she was. They would walk up, play with her controls, complement her condition, 
and walk away whispering to each other "two fifty? He's outa his frigging 
mind!". 


When it was over, I carefully packed her back into her carton and decided I 
really didn't want to part with her anyway. When I got home something wierd 


and unprecedented happened. 


One of the guys who'd taken my phone number actually called and said he 
wanted her, and he'd meet my price, no problem. 


Shortly afterward, the YL came home from work. Out of a clear blue sky she 
suddenly asked "Where's The Empress?". 


Unusual. O£ the dozens/hundreds of BAs I've trailed thru her home, she's 
never asked about, or even recognized, even one of them. Yet, she noticed that 
The Empress wasn't in her usual resting spot.I explained that she'd been at 
Grayslake, and was still in the carton. In fact, she'd just been sold. 

Her face fell. 

"You sold The Empress? You loved that radio. I'm really gonna miss her". 

I had no idea that Anne had ever even noticed the rig's existance. 


All of a sudden I'm kinda sorry I got a buyer. 


73's, 
Tom, K9TA 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: "Dick Dillman" <ddillman@igc.apc.org> 

Subject: Re: SX-62 

Message-ID: <90419.ddillman@igc.apc.org> 


On Wed, 27 Sep 1995 21:26:32 -0500 (CDT), 
TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu <TOM.A.ADAMS@mail.admin.wisc.edu> wrote: 


>to: boatanchors@theporch.com 

> 

>Hello Dick. 

> 

> Sorry to hear that you have need of an SX-62; you're about 24 hours too 
>late on the request. 


Sorry I missed it, Tom. But that was a great story. 


Best Regards, 


Dick Dillman/WPE2VT 
<ddillman@igc.apc.org> 
San Francisco 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: Terry Burge <terrybu@netman.ENS.TEK.COM> 
Subject: SX-71 poor sensitivity. 

Message-ID: <9509281722 .AA12602@netman.ENS.TEK.COM> 


This will be my first post to boatanchors so this is like a test message 
(arggg). 


Anyway, I picked up a Hallicrafter SX-71 in poor shape but still working 
(sort of). I have replaced the wax paper caps with new mylars and done 

some initial adjusting to the IF's and input sections using my Tek 465B 

to verify I am peaking the signals. But still have very poor sensitivity. 
Have swapped tubes with some improvement but not enough and found a couple 
of 3300 ohm high wattage resistors out of tolerance that I replaced. Judging 
by the schematic this should be one heck of a receiver but I am kind of 
stumped on what to do next. The voltage measurements don't really indicate 
anything totally out of order according to the SAMS pamplet. Anyone familiar 
with these SX-71's that could help point me in the right direction? I'm 

no expert with fixing up old radios although I have managed to fix a 

few Philco's and such but with this radio working but just not working well 
I am wondering what to do next. 


Terry 
KI7M 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: "Gable, Edward M" <emg@rfpo2.rfc.comm.harris.com> 
Subject: RE: SX-71 poor sensitivity. 

Message-ID: <306AEAA6@smtpgate.rfc.comm.harris.com> 


<SNIP> 

I picked up a Hallicrafter SX-71 in poor shape but still working 
<SNIP> 

But still have very poor sensitivity. 

I am wondering what to do next. 


Terry 

KI7M 

Sar On Ss SL Se LS SL SL LL La 

Terry, please put ur e-mail adr in text. Many user's 


have their headers stripped off and no way to reply 


I would check AVC next. Just short out ave line and 

see if sensitivity increases. Another trick at this time 
is to inject signal (antenna) into mixer grid after the 
RF amplifier. If sigs get louder w/o going thru the 

RF stage then there's a big clue. Welcome to the 

group and best of luck with your project. 73, 

Ed K2MP @ Rochester 

emg@rfc.comm.harris.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: Michael.J.Knudsen@att.com 

Subject: Re: Tube AF amps for rice boxes 

Message-ID: <9509271718 .AAQ6622@bock.ih.att.com> 


I got an interesting little box at the Greyslake hamfest. 

It's by Fisher of hi-fi fame, and is sort of an outboard 

tone control or bandpass filter. Two slide switches -- 

one selects hi-pass cutoffs from below 60 Hz to about 200 Hz in 

5 positions. The other switch does low-pass freqs, up to maybe 16 KC. 


Intended for hum and rumble reduction at the low end, and scratch and 
hiss at the top end. 


I got it to stick between a 390A's diode load and an amp. 

Ought to do a great job of taking out the harsh ringing in the 8KC selectivity 
mode, and with both switches tightened up would 

make a good AM/SSB filter, and let you simulate a 1925 radio speaker 

on a fancy hi-fi :-) 


Might also try it on that RatShack DX-200, after putting a few RCA jacks 
in its rear... 73, mike k w9nrd 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 
From: MICHAEL@ecs.umass.edu 

Subject: Re: TV-7 question 

Message-ID: <O1HVTOBO2SQA95MRMY@ECS.UMASS . EDU> 


>>I need to test a 3E29/829B on my trusty TV-7 tube tester. The manual gives 
>>the settings and then adds this cryptic note: use adapter E105 
>>Anyone know what this is? 


>Yes, adapter E105 is a special plug in adapter that came with the TV-7 
>but was ofter lost/removed from the sets. It was used to match the base 
>of 3E29 etc with one on the TV-7 for testing. 


Thanks to John Shriver, John Martin, and Joseph Pinner, who responded to 
my question. Fair Radio does indeed carry this adapter, as well as the 
104 and 107, for those of you who may also be lacking them. 


John Michael michael@ecs.umass.edu 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: "penson" <penson@geom.umn.edu> 

Subject: Re: Unbuilt kits 

Message-ID: <199509280016.AA12295@cameron. geom.umn.edu> 


I like Jim Cain's idea about displaying an unassembled kit. I'm sure a 
suitable kit could be located here in the net. I have a number of 
unassembled kits but nothing real exotic. (Nick--Any ideas?) 


With respect the questions about whether unbuilt kits should be assembled, 
here is my two cents... 


Rare or not, there are plenty of examples--in assembled form--of whatever 
you might find in an unassembled form. From a purely utilitarian 
perspective, there is no reason to assemble. 


>From a more philosophical perspective an unassembled kit is an artifact 
frozen in time. Unassembled kits are finds of historical significance because 
they are direct links to the past. When assembled, the link is irretrievably 
broken. Unlike assembled pieces which endure, unassembled kits, once 
assembled, are lost forever, and without them, the idea of Heath "kits," for 
example, becomes a mere abstraction. 


Chuck 
WA7ZZE 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 
From: HAMRLUND@aol.com 

Subject: Re: Unbuilt kits 

Message-ID: <950927204354_69008541@emout06.mail.aol.com> 


In a message dated 95-09-27 20:21:34 EDT, penson@geom.umn.edu (penson) 
writes: 


>Unlike assembled pieces which endure, unassembled kits, once 
>assembled, are lost forever, and without them, the idea of Heath "kits," for 


>example, becomes a mere abstraction. 
> 
> 
> 


Geee, now I feel bad, 8-(.... 


I had and just sold a Central Electronics kit in the box, dated oct. 6, 
1958... 

and yes the guy's going to assemble it..... 

robert 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 07:13:00 1995 

From: Dave Stinson AB5S/7 <72227.1640@compuserve.com> 
Subject: Up and around again...a little 

Message-ID: <950928002101_72227 .1640_EHM83-1@CompuServe. COM> 


Hello everyone. I've been down very ill for 
several weeks and unable to participate in the 
list. Almost had an estate sale...shivver! 
Anyhow, I know I had a couple of small deals 
going that got lost in the shuffle. If people 
will recontact me, we'll straighten it out. 

I'm back working 2 days a week for now and maybe 


full time again next week. 
Andy, when I get home I'll write up what you need 
on the T-19/ARC-5. I think I also have all the 
pieces-parts and receiver you need. 
I've got some interesting news about BA pricing, 
too. The house of cards is beginning to tremble. 
Anyhow, it's nice to be able to sit at the keyboard 
for a few minutes again. 
73 DE Dave Stinson AB5S/7 

Lost Wages, Nevada 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: Fire Bottle archive handler <firebotl@jackatak.theporch. com> 
Subject: Why we like the "classic" era rigs 

Message-ID: <9509280631.aa16790@jackatak.theporch. com> 


Wed, 27 Sep 1995 "David W. Barts" <davidb@ce.washington.edu> said: 


> I don't even want to THINK of soldering 

> surface-mount components on a 7-layer PCB with tiny traces. Given 
> this, it is no mystery why most hams are now appliance operators. 
I don't think that is exactly the most logical connection yet made, 
but it leads him to say: 


> Large component size and point-to-point wiring are two of the reasons 
> I like classic electronics. 

AMEN! My genetics assembler outfitted me with HUGE hands and fingers. 
My fingers are about the size of a large banana, and about as felxible 
as same, with the skin still on! 


The "vintage" radio is the only place I can even fit my hands... when 
I first opened an older ICKENSU, it seemed as though a microbe would 
need an instrument reating to fly through there! ;%) 


Mercifully, to go along with those huge hands, I was issued a pretty 
good sized body and strong back (and most likely a weak mind to 
compensate ;%) So, if I want, I *can* carry a boatanchor station 
around with me about as easily as a newbie techno-weinie can haul 
around his new handheld! ;%) 


Besides, as my eyesight fails, it sure helps to have larger components 
to look at! ;%) 


Give me boatanchors, or give me small enough appendages to work on the 
new ones! (Pardon me, Patrick Henry ;‘%) 


73 

Jack, W4PPT/Mobile (75M SSB 2-letter WAS 4#1657/#1789 -- both all mobile! 
- - - BoatAnchor Mailing List Archiver/Owner - - - 

firebotl@jackatak.theporch.com Sejsis listown@jackatak.theporch.com 


From boatanchors@theporch.com Thu Sep 28 16:33:00 1995 

From: Steve Ellington <n4lq@iglou.com> 

Subject: Re: Why we like the "classic" era rigs 

Message-ID: <Pine.SOL.3.91.950928125000 .13438B-100000@iglou> 


> 
> Give me boatanchors, or give me small enough appendages to work on the 
> new ones! (Pardon me, Patrick Henry ;%) 

> -= 

>Be careful what you ask for Jack! I'm only a young 46 and have to use 
bright lights, take off my glasses and stand on my head to read the 
numbers on a paper capacitor. Leave my appendages along and give me 
better eyes! 


Steve 
n4lq@iglou.com 


7) 


